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which could then be notified to the Triple Alliance Powers
for their acceptance or rejection.144
This tended to sharpen the division of the Great Powers
into two hostile groups, whereas Germany, and also Sir
Edward Grey and Sazonov, for the most part, took the
broader and wiser stand of desiring to have the Powers act
collectively and in concert, in order to prevent a possible
conflict between the Triple Entente and Triple Alliance.
At times, to be sure, M. Poincare asserted his solicitude
for collective European action. Thus, on August 28, he
told the German Charge dj Affaires that "his policy aimed
that the Triple Alliance and Triple Entente should not
seek to range themselves on opposite sides, but should work
for the establishment of the European Concert." 145 This
sounded well But did his acts correspond to his words?
On this same August 28 he telegraphed to London, "It seems
to me desirable that an Entente should take place between
. Poincare's great insistence on what may be called "Enteate
Solidarity" is seen on page after page of his own memoirs, in his innu-
merable public speeches, and in the documents. We give a few examples
taken merely from his memoirs within the eight weeks between his visit
to Russia and the First Balkan War. On leaving Russia, "the last words
spoken to M. Sazonov were to beg him to act with England and with
us" (II, 164). The communique issued to the Press announced that he
and Sazonov "have recognized once more the Entente of the two friendly
and allied countries" (II, 164). His reply of August 22 to Berchtold's pro-
posal for preserving peace makes the reservation, "It goes without saying
that we shall arrive at an agreement in concert with Russia and Eng-
land." . . , (II, 176). On Sept. 1, concerning further communications from
Berchtold, "I shall examine them with England and Russia;" and he
instructed the French Ambassador at Vienna: "Henceforth you can
express as your personal opinion that the French Government, firmly
attached to the Triple Entente, does not aim at any exclusive interests
in the East, and that the cooperation, of all the Powers seems to it neces*
scary for the solution of the Balkan Problem" (II, 184). It is seldom that
M. Poincare ventures to put into one sentence two such essentially con-
tradictory phrases as "firmly attached to the Triple Entente" and the
words which he now italicizes in his apologia, but which he did not
italicize in 1912. M. Poincare then asks a rhetorical question which the
reader may answer for himself: "Was it possible to take at the begin-
ning of the crisis a more clear and a more pacific position?" (II, 184).
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